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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is responsive to communications filed on September 15, 2003. 
Claims 1-16 are pending in the application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 8 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 8 and 16 recite the negative limitation "without saving the work performed in the 
execution level page ..." in lines 3, which render the claims indefinite. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 1-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Rojewski 
et al (US 7,139,978), hereinafter Rojewski. 
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Regarding claim 1, as shown in Figures 1-5, Rojewski discloses a method comprising: 
in a portal, presenting a control level page in a first browser session (e.g., first browser 
120 requires transmission for exchanging data between the client computer 115 and the server 
.125, i.e., to read or write data from data store 140. The second browser 145 is in a "listening 
mode" in relation to first browser 120; col. 4: line 65 - col. 5: line 15 and col. 9: lines 30-39); 
and 

presenting an execution level page in a second browser session while maintaining the 
first browser session (e.g., second browser 145 periodically polls the data store 140 for data 
items not previously retrieve by the second browser 145; col. 9: lines 40-57). 

Regarding claim 2, Rojewski also discloses the control level page includes messages and 
work triggers (e.g., name, billing address; and tabbing between data fields and/or jumping to new 
screens; col. 8: lines 21-40). 

Regarding claim 3, Rojewski also discloses the control level page includes trackable 
work objects (e.g., user interaction such as e-commerce transaction is represented by an object- 
event pair; col. 6: lines 8-64, and col. 8: lines 41-57). 

Regarding claim 4, Rojewski also discloses the control level page includes links to 
services and objects in an execution level page (e.g., a user might access a search engine (a first 
application), use the search engine to locate a website for a vendor, locate a link to point the 
browser to the vendor's website (a second application), and perform an e-commerce transaction 
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with the vendor; col. 8: lines 41-57). 

Regarding claim 5, Rojewski also discloses the services and objects correspond to a 
user's workset (e.g., user interaction such as e-commerce transaction is represented by an objectr 
event pair; col. 6: lines 8-64, and col. 8: lines 41-57). 

Regarding claim 6, Rojewski also discloses the control level page includes a user's 
personal files and contacts (e.g., name, billing address, etc.; col. 8: lines 21-40). 

Regarding claim 7, Rojewski also discloses the control level page includes links to one or 
more workset areas (e.g., a user might access a search engine (a first application), use the search 
engine to locate a website for a vendor, locate a link to point the browser to the vendor's website 
(a second application), and perform an e-commerce transaction with the vendor; col. 8: lines 41- 
57). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rojewski, 
as applied to claim 1 above, in view of Kobayaghi et al (US 6,950,852), hereinafter Kobayaghi. 
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Rojewski discloses substantially all the claimed limitations, except receiving work 
performed on the execution level page; navigating to the control level page without saving the 
work performed in the execution level page; and navigating back to the execution level page, the 
execution level page preserving the work performed before navigating to the control level page. 

Kobayaghi discloses receiving work performed on the execution level page; navigating to 
the control level page without saving the work performed in the execution level page; and 
navigating back to the execution level page, the execution level page preserving the work 
performed before navigating to the control level page (e.g., web browser 1 and web browser 2 
detects changes and remotely exchanges information without saving the work; col. 2: lines 33- 
37). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to apply Kobayaghi's method of sharing browsers in Rojewski's system, in order to 
provide users with a browser sharing system without the burden of installation and requires little 
data traffic for synchronization. 

8. Claims 9-16 are also rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Rojewski, in view of Kobayaghi. 

Regarding claim 9, as shown in Figures 1-5, Rojewski discloses a method comprising: 
in a portal, presenting a control level page in a first browser session (e.g., first browser 
120 requires transmission for exchanging data between the client computer 115 and the server 
125, i.e., to read or write data from data store 140. The second browser 145 is in a "listening 
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mode" in relation to first browser 120; col. 4: line 65 - col. 5: line 15 and col. 9: lines 30-39); 
and 

presenting an execution level page in a second browser session while maintaining the 
first browser session (e.g., second browser 145 periodically polls the data store 140 for data 
items not previously retrieve by the second browser 145; col. 9: lines 40-57). 

However, Rojewski does not explicitly call for a cross functional application to provide 
communication between at least one of an object modeling tool, a process modeling tool, and a 
user interface tool. 

As shown in Figure 2, Kobayaghi teaches a cross functional application to provide 
communication between at least one of an object modeling tool (e.g., web server), a process 
modeling tool (e.g., collaboration server), and a user interface tool (e.g., browser; col. 2: line 33 
-col. 4: line 10). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to apply Kobayaghi's cross functional application in Rojewski's system, motivated by 
the need to manipulate and share web pages. 

Regarding claim 10, Rojewski-Kobayaghi also discloses the control level page includes 
messages and work triggers (e.g., name, billing address; and tabbing between data fields and/or 
jumping to new screens; Rojewski, col. 8: lines 21-40). 

Regarding claim 11, Rojewski-Kobayaghi also discloses the control level page includes 
trackable work objects (e.g., user interaction such as e-commerce transaction is represented by an 
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object-event pair; Rojewski, col. 6: lines 8-64, and col. 8: lines 41-57). 

Regarding claim 12, Rojewski-Kobayaghi also discloses the control level page includes 
links to services and objects in an execution level page (e.g., a user might access a search engine 
(a first application), use the search engine to locate a website for a vendor, locate a link to point 
the browser to the vendor's website (a second application), and perform an e-commerce 
transaction with the vendor; Rojewski, col. 8: lines 41-57). 

Regarding claim 13, Rojewski-Kobayaghi also discloses the services and objects 
correspond to a user's workset (e.g., user interaction such as e-commerce transaction is 
represented by an object-event pair; Rojewski, col. 6: lines 8-64, and col. 8: lines 41-57). 

Regarding claim 14, Rojewski-Kobayaghi also discloses the control level page includes a 
user's personal files and contacts (e.g., name, billing address, etc.; Rojewski, col. 8: lines 21-40). 
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Regarding claim 15, Rojewski-Kobayaghi also discloses the control level page includes 
links to one or more workset areas (e.g., a user might access a search engine (a first application), 
use the search engine to locate a website for a vendor, locate a link to point the browser to the 
vendor's website (a second application), and perform an e-commerce transaction with the 
vendor; Rojewski, col. 8: lines 41-57). 

Regarding claim 16, Rojewski-Kobayaghi also discloses receiving work performed on 
the execution level page; navigating to the control level page without saving the work performed 
in the execution level page; and navigating back to the execution level page, the execution level 
page preserving the work performed before navigating to the control level page (e.g., web 
browser 1 and web browser 2 detects changes and remotely exchanges information without 
saving the work; Kobayaghi, col. 2: lines 33-37). 

Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure: 

Cleasby et al (US 7,003,550), Methods and Apparatus for Establishing Collaboration 
using Browser State Information; 

Ohkado et al (US 6,912,573), Method for Acquiring Content Information, and Software 
Product, Collaboration System and Collaboration Server for Acquiring Content Information; 

Jellum et al (US' 6,9 15,482), Method and Arrangement for Web Information Monitoring; 
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Johnson (US 6,871,197), Method and Mechanism for a Web Based Knowledge 
Management Tool; 

Rust (US 6,668,273), System and Method for Application Viewing Through 
Collaborative Web Browsing Session; and 

Furst (US 6,297,819), Parallel Web Site. 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Van Kim T. Nguyen whose telephone number is 571-272-3073. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 AM - 4:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bunjob Jaroenchonwanit can be reached on 571-272-3939. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Van Kim T. Nguyen 

Examiner 

Art Unit 2151 
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